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Chiococca alba

Rogiera cordata

Rogiera amoena

Blepharidium guatemalense

Guettarda scabra

Rovaeanthus suffrutescens

iryx leucophylla

Cuatrecasasiodendron spectabile

Rachicallis americana

Mazaea phialanthoides

Mazaea shaferi

Rondeletia deamii

Rondeletia alaternoides

Rondeletia odorata

Rondeletia pachyphylla

Rondeletia intermixta

Rondeletia inermis

Rondeletia pilosa

Rondeletia portoricensis

Rondeletia miraflorensis

Rondeletia apiculata

unknown

Calophyllae

Odoratae

Pedicellares

Rondeletia

Leoninae

Leoninae

Rondeletia

Hypoleucae

Hypoleucae
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